
M. Christine Shaffer 3204 Martin Lane, PO Box 396, Springtown, PA 18081 .~ ~ ~ ~~~ 

, > , .  Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Fedcral Corn m unicat ions Com m i ssion 

I , ~ \  c,;;,:,ll i:, ! p : ; ~ j ; + < ’ +  

I am a citizen and resident ofBucks County, Pennsylvania. My township 
has appointed me as its representative in forming a coalition of municipalities to address 
cable tclcvision franchise renewals. The reason the eleven or so municipalitics want to 
work together on this issue is because oftheir common frustrations stemming from lack 
of cable competition. 

shortcomings of the Telecommunications Act. Part of the intent ol‘the Act was to 
increase competition and to provide a vehicle for thc creation of community media, thus 
for the democratization of media. However, local municipalities are at a great 
disadvantage when i t  comes to contracting with providers. Even when there were 
numerous smaller providers in Rucks County there was never overlap and thercfore no 
competition whatsoever. Satellite distribution is not competition because it cannot 
provide public, educational, or government channels. Following all the corporate 
mergers there is only one provider i n  most of the County. Small municipal govcrnments 
are no match for this large, powerful company, with its huge lobbying ability and legal 
expertise. 

The Federal Communications Commission should recognizc the unfair 
and inherent lobby advantage of the telecommunications industry when it argues for 
deregulation. The airwaves belong to the public as do municipal righis of way, and in 
return for the use of those public assets for private prolit, the industry should be required 
to offer competitive choice. So long as this is not the case, subscribers will continuc to 
gel shoddy service, higher rates, decreased sources of information, and obstructions to 
their efforts to make telecommunications benefit their local community. 

Enabling corporations to consolidate and to own most of thc media forms 
serving one geographic area in the name of economies of scale or in the name of 
technology development is to disempower and impoverish the very market being servcd. 
The Federal Communications Commission would serve the public best and n i a x i m i x  the 
benefits of the technologies by regulating to promote diversity of mcdia ownership, 
diversity of media content, and diversity of media acccss by consumers. Privatc 
monopoly of media is truly antithetical to democracy. 

For five years I have been becoming more and more aware o f  the 

Sincerely, 

M. Christine Shaffer 
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M. Christine Shaffer 3204 Martin Lane. PO Box 396. Snrinetown. PA 18081 

, . ,  , , 

Commissioner Michael .I. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 I 2Ih St. S.W. j F i B  OS 2003 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Cornmissioner Copps: 
.~. . . . . , ., 

I am a citizen and resident of Bucks County, Pennsylvania. My township 
has appointed me as its representative in  forming a coalition ofmunicipalities to address 
cable television franchise renewals. The reason the eleven or so municipalitics hant to 
work together on this issue is because o f  their common frustrations stemming from lack 
of cable competition. 

shortcomings ofthe Telecommunications Act. Part ofthe intent ofthe Act \+as to 
increase competition and to provide a vehicle for the creation orcommunity media. thus 
for the democratization of media. However, local municipalities are at a great 
disadvantage when it comes to contracting with providers. Even when there were 
numerous smaller providers in Bucks County thcrc was ncver overlap and therefore no 
competition whatsoever. Satellite distribution is not competition becausc it cannot 
provide public, educational, or govemmcnt channels. Following all the corporate 
mergers there is only one provider in most of the County. Small municipal governments 
are no match for this large, powerful company, with its huge lobbying ability and legal 
expcrtise. 

The Federal Communications Cornmission should recognize the unfair 
and inherent lobby advantage of the telecommunications industry whcn i t  argues for 
deregulation. The airwaves belong to the public as do municipal rights 01‘ way: and in 
return for the use ofthosc public assets for private profit, the industry should be requircd 
to offer competitive choice. So long as this is not the case, subscribers will continue to 
get shoddy service, higher rates, decreased sources of information, and obstructions to 
their efforts to make telecommunications benefit their local community. 

Enabling corporations to consolidate and to own most of the media forms 
serving one geographic area in the name ofeconomies o f  scale or in the name of 
technology development is to disempower and impoverish the very markct bcing served. 
The Federal Communications Commission would serve the public best and maximizc thc 
benefits ofthe technologies by regulating to promote diversity ofmedia ownership. 
diversity of media content, and diversity of media access by consumers. Privatc 
monopoly of media is truly antithetical to democracy. 

For tive years I have been becoming more and more aware ofthe 



Jerry Bloomer 
2146 Minnekahta Avenue 
Hot Springs, South Dakota 57747 
(605) 745-781 8 

January 22,2003 

Michael Powell. FCC Chair 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12' Street sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Powell, 

I am writing to urge the FCC io p a m e ,  d not weaken, t l ~  rule that prohibits cross 
uwncrshp o f m q q m x  a d  television StatiDm in the same market. M i a  diversity 
should be a top priorily for tbe FCC and not the economic benefi of corporatiom seeking 
to concentrate their holdings in these areas Media conwntmlh cripplc democracy. 
Totalitarian regimEs in tbe past have dwminatrd iheu media lo Ihe -nt of those 
natiors and ttre worU 1 belime &ere is already b o  much concentration ofownenhip in 
the American media. 
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Dear K C  Commissioner Copps: 

Regarding thc FCC's Docket Number 02-277. the Biennial Review of the FCC's hroaiicas M a -  M A l l R W  
ownership rules: 

A t  a time when our country i s  preparing Cor war. perhaps no actiuii could 3e so patriotic a.. r o  OCULI o i  

-- 
(I F. GHm\a. I*. 

le 
keedoms we want to protect. One ofthose i s  freedom ofspeech. To me, that incans thr fi-,:uil ' 1 ~ ~ ~  IO lis cn 
to a diversity ofvoices and views. 

In recent years, as the requirements for broadcast licensing became l e ~ s  stringent. the voic':5 \I ; have b8:i.i 
able to listen to have become more and more uniform. in their content and their sound 
,just the saine voices over aiid ovcr, using differcnt names. These are the resulls o f  I iakirg ii fc,v larxc' 
conglonieratcs own most of the broadcasting and news facilities and a lot o f  corporate irtertiiii .riag.c. 

A s  you consider releasing the broadcast owners from even more regulations, making il cask: I 1 OUII iralir 
tv and newspaper outlets simulraneously and often in the same markets, I .would ask you to i h k  abo1.r v k t t  
this does io our democracy and our economy. 

Gone are the days when suine odd-looking, whiny-sounding singer with a lot lo say ca, i  x k i )  d by i i i r i i r  ! 
on l l i e  radio. Li t t le by little the record companies. also owned by giant corporations. art  scwc ,ins thei 1 

out. Then there are the consultants and the music lists and the prograin directors who fear IOI~ neir job. i I  
the nunibers go down. Thur, much ofthe music we hear i s  manufactured by corporatiams l i / ,c Iisney - 
Britney Spears is a good example. Nothing against Ms. Spears. hut she i s  an eyample ~I 'SII I  ii iodi . F  

fantasy of what music in America should he like and she is packaged and sold like a box o i  t d  t a l .  U, h41 

follows arc sound-a-likes and act-a-likes and ultimately, in her young audience. think-;i-Iikt:'-. 

Speaking ufthiiik-a-likes, allowing one person. a Rupert Murdoch for instance, to conrriil 
broadcast outlets as l ie can buy. i s  a threat to our democracy. I t  means a l l  we wi l l  heai.(r je: "r read. 
sometimes in the majority o r a  maior market, wi l l  be his opinion of what we should heir or ':cL. or read I t  
invites control, dare I say it milid-control. 

Isn't being controlled h) otlier culti~res exactly what we are fighting against? Terrorisn i s  i i ' i c i ~ i t  c tmt r t  I ~~' 

the people in our natioii cease to think independently. we are ripe for control and ripe h r  a 1 1 1 ;  :over. 1 I e i 
are innovativc ideas that can help save our democracy in places hesider the top nf the ,;cvi:riivi mint I k d  
cliaiii. But we wi l l  never liear or experience them i four  diveisit) o f  voices i s  aquelchtd 

I here are new ideas in gwernance. health. and comniercc tliar would m a k  us a better aiid i ,  SI i m p  n.liic ri 
in which to l i ve .  But il'thosc ideas cannot he expressed becausc our media is owned by b i l 1~o i~ ; i i r c~  \$,ill1 r ', 

interest in what the locals think, there w i l l  be fewerjobs, l itt le growtli and no new curcs Ibr i,.ilccr. 

Don't let  our airwaves he a series o f  malls from one coast to the other. Pill an end tn r i i?ki t is ikc SIC pt iv  I 
Wives and lels bring hack ascettainmeiit interviewb, public service announcemenls. S M A L I  2 'oup 
owncrships and local voices. Suppressing tlie voiccs o f  the people of this country by (Iriviri:~ t i w r  ih?rr  .I h 
a steamroller w i l l  not niake Ihe dissonance go away. I t 's time for an end to deregulatioii. Cllx ling 1111' 

airwaves to the people who really own them i s  the only way to have a free press and IC keep o. r nation l r i  11 

Ihecoming a c'sunrry o f  pushovers, who might collapse if. heaven forbid. h e r e  is cver anotl iL ' i ; . . I  I 

Sincerely, 

n i i lci~ i1oiiie a i (  



Dear FCC Commissioner Marlin: 02,297 
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Dear FCC Commissioner Adelstein: 

! 
. ' 'I  +, 

Regarding the FCC's Docket Number 02-277. the Biennial Review ol'rhe FCC s b r o a d c a s t m  - M A k R W  
nwriership rules: OR f G INAL 
A t  a time when our country i s  preparing for war, perhaps no actioii could be so patriotic a i  i o  IIICULI o ~ i  I ic  
freedoms we want to protect. One ofthose is freedom o f  speecli. To mc. that m a n s  t i e  fi';.c,l #in ti) lis i:n 
to a diversity o f  voices and views. 

In rccent years, as the requirements for broadcast licensing became less stringent. the r:oicm:i \{': havc bcdi 
able to listen to have become more and more uniform. in their content and their sound :n iiici soiii? ale 
.just the same voices over and over, using diflcrent names. These are the results of habirg ii fr,+ largc 
conglonierates own most of the broadcasting and news facilities and a lot ofcorporaw irteriiiii riasc. 

As you consider releasing the hroadcast owners from even more regulatiox, making 11 easic: i I ov.n radic 
t~ and newspaper outlets simultaneously and often in the same markets, I aould ask yoti to i , i i ~ ~ h  a h x  t v:t II 
this does to our democracy and our econnmy. 

Gone are the da)s when some odd-looking. whiny-sounding singer with a lot 10 say can ,e l ? ~ .  d b!/ i i i t?irq 
on the radio. Little by little the record companies, also owned by giant corporalion,, arc ECI .  

out. Then thcre are the consultants and the music lists and the program directors wlio fear IL)i. heirjubc i l  
the numbers go down. Ihus. much o f  the music we hear is inaiitifactured by corporations lihc h n e y  - 
Britney Spears is a good example. Nothing against Ms. Spears, but she is an example o i ' sw ic  d!.? 
fantasy ofwhat music in America should be like and she is packaged and sold like a b m  0 1   AI^ U'h j i  
follows are sound-a-likes aiid act-a-likes and ultimately, in her young audience, thiiik-;i-!ikc,.. 

Speaking ofthink-a-likes. allowing one person, a Rupert Murdoch for instance. to con:rol ii. '1 ;an) 
broadcast outlets as he can buy, i s  a threat to our dcmocracy. I t  means all we wi l l  heai.cr 'ice #.'r r a i d .  
sometimes in the majority of a major market. wi l l  be his opinion ofwhal  we should hesr or Let or read. I t  
invites control. dare I say i t  mind-control. 

Isn't being controlled by other cultiires exactly what we are fighting against? Terrorisn i s  a'xm.lt ccmtrc I 
the people in our nation cease to think independently. we are ripe for conlrol and ripe for ii ILil~.,nvc~. 7 t e  i 
are innovativc ideas that can help save our democracy in places besides the top o f t l i e  ,:ivcriiii ,int lix d 
chain. Hut we wi l l  never hear or experience them i four  diversity ofvoices i s  squelched 

rhere are new ideas in governanw, health, and commerce that would make us a better aiid i ,  \ i  o q e r  n,ii i i  ri 
iii which to live. But ifthose ideas cannot bc expressed because our media is owned hy bi l l  ai aires u i i l i  r :' 

iiilerest iii what the locals think, there w i l l  be fewerjobs, little growth and no new cures for iaiicer. 

Dnn't let our airwaves be a series ofmalls from one coast to the orher. Ptit an end to t i inki i ip ike '<lcpIhr I 
Wives and le15 briny hack ascertainmelit interviews, public service announcements. SMAI,l $ ciup 
ownerships aiid local voices. Suppressing the voices ofthc people ofthis countr?. by (lrivin:. w e r  their  ,I h 
a steamroller wi l l  not make the dissonance go away. I t ' s  time for an end to deregulation. O ~ I ?  ~ i ing  the 
airwaves to Ihe people who really own them is  the only way to have a free press and tc  kec:p o r nation Irc 11 

becoming a country of pushovers, who might collapse if. heaven forbid. there is ever anotlit 'L:I I 

Sincerely. 

Beth Blakemm 
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Dear FCC Commistioner Abernathy: 

Regarding the TCC's Docker Number 02-277, the Biennial Review ol'the FCC's broadcasi - M A L R m  ownership rules: - 
At ii tlme when our country is preparing for war, perhaps no action could 3e so patriotic a!: i o  I IJCU~ c111 .lie 
freedoms we want to protect. One o f  those is  freedom ofspeech. 'Io me, lhat mcans the f r d  >In to lisrun 
to a diversity of voiccs and vicws. 

In recent years. as the requirements for broadcast licensing became less stringent. the voic8:$ \v: have bmi 
able to listen to have become more and more uniform, i n  iheir content and their sound 
jus t  the same voices over and over, using different names. There are the results of ha\irg i i  L'..y large 
conglomerates own most o f the  broadcasting and news facilities and a lot o f  corpor;ttc i i~ , te i ! i t L i  ria??. 

As yoti consider releasing the broadcast owners from even more regulatioris. making i l  eas i , , '  I 1 O\&II rad i i  
tv and ncrvapapcr outlets simultaneously and oftcn in the same markets, I would ask yoti to i : i i i ~ k  a t m t  v i t  i t  

this does io our democracy and our economy. 

Gone are the days when somc odd-looking, whiny-sounding singer with a lot to say c a i  ,e I i .1  d b!; t i i r i i r  
on the radio. Little by l i t t le the record companies. also owned by giant corporulion<. art s,:I,:L '1ng the1 i 
out. Then there are the consultants and the music l is ts  and the program directors who fear L,r k i t  job. if 
the numbers go down. Thus. much of the music we hear is manufactured by corporstimms lil:c :)islie) - 
Britnry Spcars is a good cxample. Nolhing against M5. Spears, but she is an example ol'smm ~1ody.c 
fantasy ofwhal  music in America should be like and she is packaged and ,old like a h n y  ol.cl#:aI \ h h i l  
F<illows are sound-a-likes and act-a-likts and ultimately, in her young audiencc. ihink-;t- ik t .  .. 

Speaking ofthink-a-likes, allowing one person, a Rupert Murdoch lor instance. to con:rd a,. 1i~;xi) 
broadcast outlets as he can buy, is a threat to our democracy. I1 meatis a l l  we will heal c r  ' i t  .: , 'r read. 
sometiineb in the inajority o f a  major market. wil l  be his opinion ofwliar we should hear or ' . c t  or read 
invites control. dare I say it mind-control. 

Isn't being controlled by other cultures exactly what we are fighting against? 'Terrorisn is i i , x . i t  ccmtrc I. 
the people in our nation cease to tliink independently, we are ripe for control and ripe for il i . ih  xwt'r. 1 I k  t. 
are i t inovat iv~ ideas tliat can help save our democracy in places besides the top of the ;c,verlIti ,:nt k icd 
chain. But we wil l  never hear or experience them i f ou r  diversity of voices is squelched 

~rhere arc new ideas in governance, health, and commerce [hat would makc us a betrcr a.id i hi u n y r  11.1 i 1  II 

in which to live. Bur iCthose ideas cannot be expressed because our media is owned by billi;:i ciirc? i t i lh  r :, 

interest in what the locals think, there wi l l  be fewerjobs, little growth and no new curcs for i.nitcer~ 

Doii't let our airwaves he a series o f  malls from one coast to the other. Put an end to t i i i k i i i g  ike Sitp6)r I 
Wives and le is bring back ascertainmeiti interviews, public service annouticenients, S M A l . l  g 'otip 
ownerships and local voices. Suppressiiig the voices of the peoplc of th is country by drivin:: {wer ihin- >(l rh  
a steamroller wi l l  not make the dissonance go away. I t ' s  time for an end to dercgularioii. Ope ling tl ic 
airwaves l o  t k  people who really own them i s  the nnly way to have a free press and tc keel:) 0~ r iiEtion lr( 11 

becomiitg a cnunry ofpushovcrs, who might collapse ir, heavcn forbid, there is ever  annilic - $ . I  I 

Sincerelq 

n I,!CI sonir ~ I C  

I t  


